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MUK 6377 ' R
DATE COMPLAINT FILED: September 16, 2010
DATE OF NOTIFICATION: September 23, 2010
LAST RESPONSE RECEIVED: October 14, 2010
DATE ACTIVATED: November 30,2010

EXPIRATION OF SOL: August 24, 2015 (earliest)
October 19, 2015 (latest)

Sam Lieberman
Chair, Nevada State Democratic Party

Friends of Sharron Angle and Alan B. Mills, in his
official capacity as treasurer

Sharron E. Angle '

Harry Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, in her
official capagity as treasurer

Daniel J. Tarkanian

2US.C. § 441a(aX7)(B)(i)
2US.C. § 441a(a)

2 US.C. § 44la(f)
2US.C. §441d
2US.C. § 432(e)(4)
11CFR. §109.21
11 CFR. § 110.11

Disclosure Reports

None

The complaint alleges that during the 2010 campaign for Nevada's U.S. Senate seat,

Harry Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, in her official capacity as treasurer (“HRV”), made, and

Friends of Sharron Angle and Alan B. Mills, in his official capacity as treasurer (“the Angle

Committee™), and Sharron E. Angle, accepted through their purported agent, Daniel J. “Danny”
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Tarkanian, excessive in-kind contributions in the form of coordinated communications that

expressly advocated against Ms. Angle’s general election opponent, Senator Harry Reid.! See

~ 2U.S.C. § 441a(a)(7)(B)X(i). Mr. Tarkanian had previogl! lost the 2010 Re‘publican Senate

primary in Nevada to Ms. Angle. After his loss, Mr. Tarkanian created and operated HRV. The
complaint further alleges that the title “Harry Reid Votes” violates 2 U.S.C. § 432(e)(4) of the
Federal Election Campgign Act of 1971, as amended, (“the Act”), which prohibits unauthorized
commiitaes fiom oming the nome of a federal eandidate in its title, and that public
communicatians HRV financed did not includs the appropriate disclaimes. See 2 U.S.C.

§ 441d. .

For the reasons more fully discussed below, we recommend that the Commission find no
reason to believe that Friends of Sharron Angle and Alan B. Mills, in his official capacity as
treasurer, and Simrron E. Angle violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) and no reason to believe that Harry
Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, in her official capacity as treasurcr, and Daniel J. Tarkanian
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a) in connection with the alleged coordinated communications because
the complaint does not provide sufficient facts to support the allegation, and the respondents
specifically deny it. We alsc recommend that the Commission find mason wbel.ieue that Harry
Reid Vntes, and Allizon Vun Ovaer, in her official capacity as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 432(c)(4), becavse it registered as a nan-cannected palitical committee impermisaibly using the
name of a candidate in it title, and violated 2 U.S.C. § 441d, in connection with its failure to
include “paid for” and authorization statements in its radio wmmutﬁcaﬁon. We further

recommend that the Commission authorize conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to

! Harry Reid Votes, Harry Reid Votes, Inc., snd www.hacryreidvotes com are the same entity. “HRV™ refers
to all three designations, unless otherwise specified.
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believe with Harry Reid Votes and approve the attached proposed conciliation agreement

| Finally, we recommend that the Commission

close the file as to Sharron E. Angle and Friends of Sharren Aggle and Alan B. Mills, in his
official capacity as treasurer.
II. " FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A.  Factual Backeround

According to the Nevada Secretary of State’s website, HRV filed a Non Profit Articles of
Incorporation an August {8, 2010, describing as its purpose “to prowide public information on
federal political races.” See Attachment 1. On August 20, 2010, HRY filed a Notice of Section
527 Status with the Internal Revenue Service (“IRS™), describing its purpose the same way, and
it has filed disclosure reports with the IRS under Section 527. See Attachment 2; see also
26 U.S.C. § 527. On August 24, 2010, HRV filed a Statement of Organization with the
Commission, registering as a non-connected political committee with the purpose of opposing
Senator Harry Reid. See http:/)

Complaints Examination & Legal Administration (“CELA”) notified HRV that the instant
complaint had been filed againsf it, HRV submitted a letter to the Commission stdting that it had
filed the Statement of Organization in error, and thiat it i not a political action committee or
independent enpamditure committes. See HRV Letter to the Commission dated October 1, 2010,
Due to the ongaing enforcement matter and consistent with usual practice, the October 1, 2010,
letter was treated as a termination request and denied pending the resolution of the MUR.

See CELA Letter to HRV dated October 20, 2010. Counsel for HRV then submitted a letter

stating that HRV’s previous letter was not a request to terminate, but rather was meant to inform
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the Commission that its Statement of Organization was “void” and that it would not therefore be
filing disclosure reports with the Commission. See HRV Letter dated October 29, 2010.

HRY has filed 24-Hour and 48-Hour Independent Expenditu:%{gports, and 22010
October Quarterly Report with the Commission disclosing receipts of contributions and
independent expemditures covering the period of August 1, 2010, through October 19, 2010, asa
person or group othury than a political coxmitteo. See 2 U.S.C. § 434(c). HRV hes not filed any
dizndeaune reports af recaipts and dislmresments with the Cammission as a political committes;
the Reports Analysis Division (“BRAD”) has sent natisas cosrcerning HRV’s non-filed reparts.
See http://auery.nictusa.com/ogi-hin/facima/? 10030484425+0; see also
http://query.nictusa.com/cgi-bin/fecimg/? 11030574539+0.

The complaint alleges that Danny Tarkanian was “apparently an agent of the Angle
campaign, and yet has also registered and is operating a political committee, HRV, in order to
attack Angle’s opponent [in Nevada’s 2010 U.S. Senate race}, Senator Harry Reid.” Complaint
at 1-2, Therefore, the complaint alleges, HRV’s expenditures for communications, including a
radio advertisement and “planned” television advertisements attacking Senator Reid, constitute
coordinated communications, am? thus exvessive contributions mmde to Ms. Angle aund the Angle
Committce. Id st2-5. The complaint further alleges that the disalsimer on HRV’s radio
advertisament was deficient, and that HRV impermisgihly uses the:name of a federal candidate in
its title. . at 5-6.

HRYV and Mr. Tarkanian submitted a joint response (“HRV Response™) denying that Mr.
Tarkanian was an “agent,” as defined by the Commission’s regulations, of the Angle Committee
because he did not possess actual authority to represent the Angle campaign within the meaning

of 11 C.F.R. § 109.3(b). HRYV Response at 3. The HRV Response also states that HRV's radio
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advertisement contained an adequate disclaimer, id, at 4, and the presence of Harry Reid’s name

in its title does not violate the prohibition against any unauthorized political committee using the

nafpe. of any candidate in its name because it is not a federal political commitige.. /d Finally, the
joint response of the Angle Committee and Sharron E. Angle (“Angle Response™) denies that
any of HRV’s public commmications were coordinated. Angle Response, at 1.

B. Le is

1. Cnoordination Allegations

Expenditures made by any person in cooperation, consultation, or concert, with, or at the
request or suggestion of, a candidate, his or her authorized political committees, or their agents,
shall be considered to be a contribution to such candidate. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(7)X(B)(i). The
Commission’s regulations provide that any expenditure for a communication is considered an in-
kind contribution to a campaign if it is (1) paid for by an entity other than the campaign,
(2) meets certain content standards, including electioneering communications, public
communications that contain express advocacy, or public communications that clearly identify a
candidate fer the Senare within 90 deys of an election; mnd (3) mests certain cenduct standavds.?
Sez 11 C.F.R. §§ 109.20 and 109.21. For the puspere of coordinmted commuumications, sz
“agent” is drfined ar any person who has actual amiharity, eithes express ar implied, to sngage in
certzin enumerated activities an behalf of a fedaral candidate, including, inter alig, to request or
suggest that a communication be created, praduced, or distzibuted; to make or authorize a

communication that meets one or more of the content standards set forth in 11 C.F.R.

2 The Commission raeymtly yevisad its cagxdimation coranminatizas conterit prong (11 C.F.R § 189.24(c)(3)

and (c) (5)) in response to the Circuit Court’s decision in Shays v. FEC, 528 F.3d 914 (D.C. Cir. 2008). The new
regulations were effective December 1, 2010. See Explanation and Justification, Coordinated Communications, 75
Fed. Reg. 55947 and 55952 (September 15, 2010). Because the activity In this matter occwred prior to December 1,
2010, we are applying the prior regulation, but our coordination analysis includes only 11 C.F.R. § 109.21(c)(4)(i),
not the revised subsections.
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§ 109.21(c); to request or suggest that any other person create, produce, or distribute any
communication; or to be materially involved in decisions regarding the communication’s
content, qénded audience, means or mode, specific media outlet, ummg or ﬁequcng'..or size or
prominence of printed communication, or duration of a communication by means of broadcast,
cable or satellite. 11 C.F.R. § 109.3(b)(1)-(6).

HRY filed FEC Form 5, Reports of Independent Expenditures Made and Contributions
Received, disclosing coritributions from individuals and corparstions in the: amount of $46,550
and independent expenditures of $39,826.24, all of whick were described as opposing eandidate
Harry Reid. Included in thase expenditures were payments of $2,135 to Red Clay
Communications, Inc. for a radio adverﬁsgnent on September 1, 2010. It does not appear that
HRY ran any of the television advertisements it allegedly planned to run at the time of the
complaint. - o

The radio advertisement meets the payment and content prongs of the coordination
regulations because it was paid for by HRV, an entity other than the campaign, and consisted of
a public communication referring to a clearly identified Senate candidate publicly dissemirnated
in the candidate’s jurisdiction 90 days or fewer before the general election. See 11 C.F.R.

§§ 109.21(c)4)(i) and 106.26. Howover, baend an thn comptaint and he posproses and ks
explainad belnw, HRV’s expenditure far the radia advertisement does not appear to meet the
conduct prong. In addition, the costs associated with the radio advertisement, $2,135, do not
exceed the Act’s $5,000 contribution limit to political committees, and HRV did not make any
other contributions to the Angle committee that would make this alleged in-kind contribution
excessive. 2 U.S.C. §§ 441a(a)(1)(C) and 441a(f).
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Even if the cost of the alleged communications exceeded $5,000, there is insufficient
information that they were coordinated with the Angle campaign. The complaint’s allegation that
the radio advertismient was coordinated because Mr. Tarkanian was apparently an agent of ha.
Angle Committee rests in part on Tarkanian’s appearance at an event called “Gun Rights Night in
Nevada,” which was paid for and authorized by the Angle Committee, and at which both be and
Ms. Angiv spoke. See Complaint at Attachrment A. The advertisument for ths event lists Mr.
Tarkenian as a guest spealer on the topic “Is Harry really for gun rightc?” and lints key note
speakar Angle as the “LIS Senate Candidate that will defeat Harry Reid.” Jd. The allegation alse
relies on Mr. Tarkanian’s hosting of “Tark Week,” which cansisted of seven days of campaigning
for the Republican Party, including joining volunteers in calling people to ask them to support
Reid’s opponent, Ms. Angle. Complaintat2. According to the complaint, “[e]ven apart from
Tarkanian technically acting as an agent of Angle’s campaign, HRV’s communications are
probably still “‘coordinated communications’” because “Angle or her campaign have probably
requested or suggested that HRV create its ads, been materially ixvolved or had substantial
discussions about the creation of their ads, or otherwise coordinated their activities.” /d. at 5.

Te support its positien that there was no courdination, the HRV Respons attaches a
swuom doclention frem Mr. Tarketien in which be avers that ho dess not hold, nor lms he evar
held a position within the Angle cempaign. See Declaratinn of Daniel J. Tarkanian, at 5. He
further avers that he does not possess any authority from the Angle campaign to request or
suggest that 8 communication be created, produced, or distributed; make or authorize any
communication; or be materially involved in decisions or hold substantial discussions regarding
communications. /d. at§ 6. He further avers that he has not received any non-public

information about the plans, projects, activities, or needs of the Angle campaign; and, to his
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knowledge, no agent of the Angle campaign has requested, suggested, or assented to any
communication sponsored by HRV, nor had any material involvement in the creation,

production, or distributiofagf any communication sponsored by HRV. Id. at Y 7-9. See 11 e
C.F.R. § 109.3(b).

HRYV and Mr. Tarkanian contend that campaigning for the Republican Party, joining
volunteers at a phone bank, esxd smving as a guest spedicer at an ovent do not proee that Mr.
Tarkanims was an “agmit” of the Angle campeign. HRV Responss at 2-3. Thry further maintain
that the canduct standards of 11 C.F.R. § 109.21(d) knve not otherwise been met, becausa the
expenditures for the radio advertisement were not made at the request or suggestion of the Angle
campaign, nor was there any material involvement, or substantial discussion regarding the
advertisements between Mr. Tarkanian and the Angle Committee. Id. and Declaration of Daniel
J. Tarkanian, at 1Y 5-9. See 11 CE.R. § 109.3(b). The Angle Response also denies that there
was any coordination involving the HRV communications, and contends that Mr. Tarkanian’s
appearance as a guest speaker at a campaign event does not meet the conduct prong’s evidentiary
standard under 11 C.F.R. § 109.21(d). Angle Response at 1.

Based on tile complaint’s remsons for ilieging that Mr. Trksnian was an “agent™ for
coordination purposes, and Mr. Tarkanian’s sworn declaration, it dees not appear that he meets
the definition of “agent” set forth at 11 C.F.R. § 109.3(b). Mr. Tarkanian’s volunteering at a
phone bank in support of Angle, speaking at an event also featuring the candidate, and
registering a political committee to oppose Senator Reid do not, by themselves or in conjunction,
show that he had actual authority to create or distribute communications on behalf of the Angle
campaign. Further, these activities do not provide a sufficient nexus to support the allegation
that the Angle Committee “probably” made requests or suggestions, was materially involved in,
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or had substantial discussions about HRV’s communications, an allegation specifically denied by
both Mr. Tarkanian and the Angle Committee. Complaint at 5; HRV Response at 2-3 and at
Tarkanian Declaration at 1Y 5-9%éngle Response at 1. Given that Mr. Tarkanian was a 2010
Republican primary candidate, it is not surprising that he would oppose Senator Reid in the
generel election. Accordingly, we recommend that the Commission find no reason to believe
that Frisads of Shairon Angle and Alan B. Mglls, in his official capacity as weasurer, and 8harroa
E. Angle vinlated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f), and that Harry Reid Votas, and Allison Van Over in her
official capacity as treasurer, and Daniel J. Tarkanian violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a).

2,  Alleged Prohihited Use of Candidate’s Name

The complaint alleges that HRV, a non-connected political committee, impermissibly
included the name of a federal candidate, Senator Harry Reid, in its official title. Complaint at
5-6. The Act and the Commission’s regulations prohibit the use of a candidate’s name in the
officially registered name of an unauthorized committee. See 2 U.S.C. § 432(e)(4) and 11 C.F.R.
§ 102.14(a). There are regulatory exceptions that apply to 1) delegate committees; 2) draft
committees; and 3) spevial projects and other convmunications of umauthorized committees, if the
title clearly ar unmabiguously skows opposition to the naxed candidate. 11 C.F.R. |
102.14(0)(1)-(3); Explansiion sxed Juntificution, Sperivd Furriraising Pretieats and Other Use of
Candidate Namas by Unauthorized Committees, 59 Fed. Reg. 17267 (April 12, 1994).

In its response to the complaint, HRV maintains that the prohibition against using a
federal candidate’s name in the title of an unauthorized committee does not apply to it, because it
is not a political committee. HRV Response at 4. HRV’s response further maintains that even if
it were a political committee, its title would be lawful, because the possibility of “confusion” and
“abuse” is not present here, given that “[a]ll materials that feature HRV’s name ‘clearly and




110443060678

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

20

21

23

MUR 6377 (Friends of Sharron Angle. etal)
First General Counsél’s Report
Page 18 of 13

unambiguously show opposition’ to candidates like Senator Harry Reid, and make plain that
HRYV combats policies those candidates would enact.” Id.

The Act’s prohibition on the use'_gieandidate names applies to unauthorized “political
committees.” 2 U.S.C. § 432(¢)(4). HRV, an unauthorized committee, registered with the
Commission with the name “Harry Reid Votes,” and during the next five wecks, while so
registered, received contributions and made expenditures, including the radio advertisement
disclased above. See HRV FEC Form 1 Statement of Qrganizstion, filed August 24, 2010. BRV
did not sezk to chenge its status until a complaint had been filed against it, and giving effeet to an
attempt to terminate or to veid a political committee’s registration in these circumstances would
create the possibility of abuse. Moreover, a registered political committee may only terminate by
following the procedures of 11 C.F.R. §§ 102.3 (termination of registration) or by operation of
102.4 (administrative termitmﬁon), neither of which has taken place. Even then, based on long-
time Commission practice, a registered political committee may not terminate if it is involved in
an enforcement action (MUR), an audit, or litigation with the Commission. In the case of a

committee involved in an unresolved MUR, this prohibition tnaintains an extant entity with

HRV does not allege that it is a delegate committee or draft committee. Therefore, the
regulatory exceptions at 11 C.F.R. § 102.14(b)(1) and (2) do not apply. The regulatory exception
at 11 C.F.R. § 102.14(b)(3) provides that an unauthorized committee may use a candidate’s name
in a special project if the title clearly and unambiguously shows opposition to the named
candidate. Not only is the title “Harry Reid Votes” not clearly and unambiguously in opposition
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to Senator Reid, but HRV does not contend that it is a special project name. While HRV
maintains that the content of its materials that feature Harry Reid’s name show opposition to the
named candidate, the exception applies to the titles ofifipecial projects or other communications
by unauthorized committees, without reference to the content. 11 C.F.R. § 102.14(b)(3);
Explanation and Justification, Special Fundraising Projects and Other Use of Candidate Names
by Unauthorized Eommitsees, 59 Fed. Reg. 17267 (April 12, 1994). Therefore, HRV violated
the Act and the Casmmissian’s segulations by registeritig as an unarithorized political committee
that used a candiidnte’s name in its official title.> See Advisory Opinion 1995-09 (NewtWatah)
(the Commission advised an unauthorized committee opposed to then-Speaker of the House of
Representatives Newt Gingrich that “the term “NewtWatch™ may not be used as part of the
Committee’s name). Given the foregoing, we recommend that the Commission find reason to
believe Harry Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, in her official capacity as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. § 432(e)(4) and enter into pre-probable cause to believe conciliation with them.
3. Alleged Disciaimer Violation

The complaint alleges tfrat HRV"s radio advertisement that aired on September 1, 2010,
did not include the appropriats disclaimer bocasse it is a public communication and did not state
that it was “Paid for by Earry Reid Vafes,” did not daclude its aridress, phoae nuxmibes, or wab

addnass, nar a statemsnt whether it waz authorized by any candidnte. Complaint at 6. AH pubdic

3 In MUR 6213(DUMPREID), the Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion and dismissed the

compiaint with a caution against &n unavthesized committae for, intax alia, nsing the numo af a fsderal candidate in
an acronym in the committee's title, that otherwise used its full name (which did not include a candidate’s name), In
that MUR, the committee filed an amended Form 1 stating that its name was "Decidedly Unhappy Mainstream
Patriots Rejecting Evil-mongering Incompetent Demacrats (DUMPREID PAC)." See MUR 6213. The
Commission determined that the committee may have violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(c)(4) and 11 C.F.R. § 102.14(a) by
including Senator Reid's narne as paset of the cnmmittee’s afficial name in its initinl Form 1 Gling, tat the
committae's use af Reid's nama in its wabsite, www,du:mpreid.com, was peemissibie becsuse the website was a
spocial project whese title was cleatly und unambiguaously in epposition to Senator Reid. See MUR 6213
(DUMPREID PAC) Factual and Logal Analysis at 3 - 5.
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communications, as defined by 11 C.F.R. § 100.26, made by a political committee must include
a disclaimer. 2 U.S.C. § 441d(a) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.11(a)(1). If the communication is not
authorized by a candidate, an authorized political committ%t‘ a candidate, or its agents, it must
clearly state the name and permanent street address, telephone number, or World Wide Web
address of the person who paid for the commuication, and that the communication is not
authorized by any eandidate or camdidate’s committee. 2.U.S.C. § 441d(a)(3) and 11 C.F.R.
§ 11G.11(b)(3). A mdio ceemmmmiontinn thet is not suthorined by a candidate or e candidase’s
authorized committee must also include au audio statement that is mesponsible for
the content of this advertising” with the name of the pelitical committee or other person paying
for the communication in the blank. See 2 U.S.C. § 441d(d)(2) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.11(c)(4)().
According to HRV's response, the disclaimer rules do not apply to the radio
advertisement because it is not an electioneering communication given that it aired more than 60
days before the 2010 general election. HRV Response at 4, n.16; see also 11 CF.R.
§§ 100.29, 110.11(a)4). HRV’s response also states that even if the disclaimer rules do apply,
they were not violated because the radio advertisement contained the statenrent “Harry Reid
Votes is responsible far the oontent of this edvertisiag” sad inclwded HRV’s website addruss. Id.
A tranmaript of the radio advertiscosnt is ds follows:

SPOT ONE: WAGING WAR

Right now, a war is being waged in Nevada. Liberals are funneling

millions into our state to reelect their puppet Harry Reid. What Does

Nevada say? NO MORE.

NO MORE to Senator Reid’s uncontrolled spending. A

NO MORE to his secret backroom meetings that will bankrupt future

genseations.

NO MORE to his taxes b1t haodworking families anst buainesses.

Protect Newvada today by visiting HarryReidVotes.com to learn 1001

reasons to fire Harry Reid.
Harry Reid Votes is responsible far the content of this advertisement.
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See http://www.advocacyink.com/posts/independent-political-committee-launches-statewide-
jo-buy- idvo! ~to-run-1st-in-s.com (last accessed March 16, 2011).

The disclaimer for this radio advertisement, which is a puljiia communication, does not
fully comply with the Act and the Commission’s regulations. Because HRV was a registered
non-connected political committee when it ran this advertisement (which was before it notified
the Cornmissiou that it sonsidered its registration an error), the dmclnlmer should have included
its parmanent sireat address, that it piid Yor thie enmmunic'atinn, and that the oomeaunibation was
nof authorized by any candidate or candidate’s committee, See 2 U.S.C. § 441d(a)(3) and
I1CF.R §110.11(b)X3). It apparently complied with the audio statement required for radio
communications, and included its name and website address. See 2 U.S.C. § 441d(d)(2) and
11 CFR §110.11(c)4)(i). Therefore, we recommend that the Commission find reason to

-believe Harry Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, in her official capacity as treasurer violated
2 U.S.C. § 441d(a) and authorize pre-probable cause to believe conciliation with them.
o. D ION OF CON N VISION C P
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IV.

RECOMMENDATIONS

e

1.

- Find no reason to believe Friends of Sharron Angle and Alan B. Mills, in his

official capacity as treasurer, and Sharron E. Angle violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f).

Find no reason to believe Harry Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, in her ofﬁcml
capacity as treasurer, and Daniel J. Tarkanian violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441a(a).

Find reason to believe Harry Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, in her official
capacity as treasarer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(c)(4).

Find reason to believe Harry Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, in her official
capacity as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441d(a).

Enter into pre-probable cause to believe conciliation with Harry Reid Votes and
Allison Van Over, in her official capacity as treasurer.

Approve the Attached Factual and Legal Analyses.
Approve the attached corciliation agreement.

Approve the appropriate letters.
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9. Close the file as to Friends of Sharron Angle and Alan B. Mills, in his official
capacity as traasurer, Sharroa E. Angle, and Damiel L Tarkamian.

L , Christopher Hughey v

ing General Counsel *
4(21|u BY: U
Date Stephen A.' Gura
Deputy Associate Counsel for
Enforcement
/gé L. Lebes é Q ’
Acting Deputy Associate General Counsel
for Enfgrcement
Christine C. Gallagher V.
Attorney
Attachments: .

1. Articles of Incorporation for Harry Reid Votes
2. Political Organization Notice for Section 527 Status for Harry Reid Votes




11044300684

Political Organization

Notlice of Section 527 Status OMB No. 15451699
Eraployer isntification number
273285024
wour - 2 Maling address (PO, bex or number, street, and reom or suite number) - e
3008 CAMPBELL CIRCLE
Clity or toum, state, snd ZIP code
LAS VEGAS, NV $9107
3 G-.h,,luﬂm o, Initial notice = Amended notice = Final votice
4da Date established 4b-Date of materisl change
08A 8010
S E-mafl nddress of argsnization
so@croail
€a Name of enstedisn of records . ® Costodian's address
DANNY TARKANIAN 3008 CAMPBELL CIRCLE
’ LAS VBGAS, NV 89107
Ta Namwef coutect pazsen T Comtact persen‘s.aidress
DANNY TARKANIAN 3008 CAMPBELL CIRCLE

LAS VEGAS, NV 89107

8 Busimuss address of organlsation (if different from mailing sddress shown above). Numiber, strest, s rosm or suits number
3008 CAMPBELL CIRCLE

City or town, stale, and ZIP code
LAS VEGAS, NV 89107

$a Klectian anthailty 90 Election sutherity identiBestion number
NONE '

o 11| Notification of Claim of Exemption From Filing Certain Forms (see Instructions) _

10 Is thh wpadieasitu cialming exemption frem filing Form $372, Political Grgamizetion Repeot of Contriuilins and Expenditares, a3 & qualitied state or local
political organteation? Yes . Ne

10b 1FYes,' st the state whers the crganization flles réports:

-1 nuwammmmmmwmmmmmwmmmm--uim-rmumn
or local afficials? Yes..No of

(XN Pirpos

12 Deseribe the purpose of the srganizetion
Provide poblic information on foderal political eaces,

4 ohemmae—— . v————
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o AR, FEea!

13 Chiock f the orgasizaiion bes o reloted extlles. L
143 Neame of related endty | 14b Relstionship | 14c Address

=
LAS VEGAS, NV $9107 — - .

Under penaliies of perjury, | deciare that the orgentzation nemed in Pert | s to be trested e & tax-exempt organization described in ssation 527 of the

intemat Reverus Code, and that | have examinad this notics, inciuding acoompanying schedules and statemnents, and to the best of my knowledge
::a:ﬂd.lhmmNMIW“MIMMMMbnlhhumwllnliﬂllwmm!m

ALLISON VAN OVER 0872012010

Name of authortzed officlel ’ ' Date




